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Law of Jungle in International Relations:
We are living in a dangerous world indeed. In a world mired in innumerable disputes among nations and dominated by violence all around, it is indeed sad to notice that the law of jungle still prevails as the ultimate mechanism to settle disputes between nations. If we want to avoid the bloodbath of continuous warfare in our international society, we should be prepared to resolve our disputes through impartial third-party settlement, if direct negotiations between parties fail. That is one of the most important and civilized way to settle disputes. But as regards institutions and procedures for adjustment of disputes, international law has been woefully deficient -a jungle law imperfectly ameliorated by a fragmentary and hesitant progress in the direction of a legal order. The precariousness of the present situation can be visualized from the fact that whereas it is difficult to establish arbitration courts -which in any case remain ad hoc and impermanent -and the Permanent Court of Arbitration has been little used, we have an International Court of Justice, which is said to be sitting -precariously at the peak of a pyramid which has no enduring base.‖ i Although, as we shall see, the jurisdiction of the World Court has been progressively extended and it has gained tremendous and well-deserved prestige and confidence by its excellent and conscientious work, it is unable to realize fully -the potentialities of its greatness‖, it is pointed out, because of the insecure foundations upon which its enterprise must rest.
ii It needs, it has been suggested, a more enduring base if it is to fulfil the hopes which it has engendered.
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Proliferation of New International Tribunals:
Although there has never been an -overall plan‖, there has been a proliferation of several new international tribunals during the last 50 years. The judicial process will have a central place in the United Nations for the settlement of international disputes by peaceful means... It is confidently anticipated that the jurisdiction of the tribunal will be extended as time goes on, and past experience warrants the expectation that its exercise of the jurisdiction will command a general support. 
Hopes Belied
These hopes were however woefully belied after 1945 in the tension- (2) drawing up a list of subjects which could be submitted to the Court in the event of a dispute. But no agreement could be reached. 12 Compulsory jurisdiction of the Court may also be accepted through compromissory clauses in international treaties. But we find the same hesitation in accepting the Court's jurisdiction among most of the countries.
There are at present about 100 multilateral and 160 bilateral conventions accepting jurisdiction of the Court.
Jurisdiction of the Law of the Sea Tribunal:
There is a similar lack of enthusiasm in accepting the jurisdiction of the only other permanent court which has been recently created, viz., to entertain the case on merits. 27 Over the strongest objections of the United States, which withdrew from the case and cancelled its optional clause jurisdiction, the Court gave a decision on merits holding the United States responsible for its actions, as charged by Nicaragua. 28 This was indeed a bold decision and the Court was well aware of the political risk it was taking in deciding the dispute against the only Super 
Increase in Court's work:
But these fears proved to be short-lived and unnecessary panic. The
Court had indeed given proof of its impartiality, objectivity and independence. Even if, therefore, it would suffer in the volume of its work in the short run, it was bound to increase its credibility. constituted so many impediments to the Court's work‖ then began to fall. 32 Charles de Visscher said, -general and prolonged political tensions are one of the gravest obstacles to regular recourse to international justice‖. 33 Although tension is not altogether gone, it is much less prominent and much less debilitating. 34 All these factors have led to tremendous increase in the Court's work.
In fact the Court was never so busy and has never had so many cases -Glancing at this list of cases, we can say one thing with assurance: this is indeed now a World Court, exhibiting in its daily work that quality of universality which is also a feature of the General Assembly.I think there is every reason to believe that this new buoyancy of the Hague Court, which has been developing now for some time, is set to continue. A reason for that belief is that there is perhaps now a greater understanding among Governments of the role that an international Court can and should play in their relations with one another.‖
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It may also be mentioned that a Legal Aid Fund was established by the Secretary General of the United Nations in 1989 to help the poor countries pursue their cases before the Court. This is an excellent move and can help some countries seek justice at the international level which many a time is beyond their reach. 37 Encouraging Trend:
As we have seen, there has been a lot of judicial activity during the last few years. Several new international tribunals have been created.
Although extensive compulsory jurisdiction has not been conferred on the 35 36 37 Tribunal for the Law of the Sea, nor for that matter even on the International Court of Justice, the case load in the latter Court shows increasing interest of
States in the judicial settlement of international disputes. 38 There have of course been swings before in the work-load of the International Court and certainly variations will occur in the future. But an awareness seems to be increasing of the need to recourse to judicial settlement as a useful procedure for resolving disputes in a civilized way, in much the same way as individuals do within a domestic system.
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Limitations of the Judicial Process:
It must be realized, however, that the judicial process has its own limitations. Law is not a panacea to solve all the problems of the international society. As the Court itself said in the Northern Cameroon's case that even if it finds that it has jurisdiction, -the Court is not compelled in every case to exercise that jurisdiction. There are inherent limitations on the exercise of the judicial function which the Court, as a court of justice, can never ignore. There may thus be an incompatibility between the desires of an applicant, or, indeed, of both parties to a case on the one hand, and on the other hand the duty of the Court to maintain its judicial character. The Court itself, and not the parties, must be the guardian of the Court's judicial integrity.‖ 53 It must be confessed that judicial procedure cannot, on the plane of mere fact, be a substitute for war. The judicial approach is limited by the 38 See above.
fact that, given the fundamental nature of major disputes that arise in international relations and the clashes of political and economic interests, a judgement does not constitute a settlement. There is no doubt that the muchdisputed line between legal and political questions is purely a subjective phenomenon of the minds and wills of the disputants. But the fact still remains that many issues will be as far from settlement after a judge has said all that a judge can properly say as they were before any such pronouncement. It must be admitted that by the very nature of international life, not all disputes can or will be submitted to the international courts. The problem is not that the courts cannot decide the disputes because of their inherent "political‖ nature. But the problem is that the States won't be prepared to submit disputes or to accept judicial decision in cases which involve their vital interests. 54 Professor David Forsythe correctly stated:
-The ICJ remains marginal in international relations because of the up-stream' concern by States that their ‗vital' interests not be entrusted to independent judges who will decide disputes with reference to legal rules. -After all, it is the habit of living under the law, and with habitual and normal recourse to the agencies of the law, that will make violenceand aggression in defiance of the law more difficult. What we need is not just a crisis law but a law for normal existence.‖
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Basically the principal function of law -is to provide clear principles and rules for the routine ordering of a society by the rule of law‖. 
